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INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to Section 307(d)(7)(B) of the Clean Air Act (CAA), 42 U.S,C. § 7607(d)(7)(B), 
Wisconsin Manufacturers and Commerce (the "Petitioner" or "WMC") respectfully requests the 
Administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA" or "the Administrator'') to 
reconsider the final rule titled Reclassijication of the S'heboygan Wisconsin Area to Afoderate 
Nanattainmentfi>r the 2008 Ozone National A.mbient Air Quality Standarcl<J, Docket Number 
EPA-HQ-OAR-20 l 6-0277 ("Final Rule") and published at 81 Fed, Reg. 9184 l, et seq. 
(December 19, 20! 6) (the "Final Rule"). CAA § 307( dX7)(B) provides in relevant part: 

If the person raising an objection can demonstrate to the Administrator that it was 
impracticable to raise such objection within [the time provided for public 
comment] or if the grounds for such objection arose after the period for public 
comment (but within the time specified for judicial review) and if such objection 
is of central relevance to the outcome of the ruI~, the Administrator shall convene 
a proceeding for reconsiderntion of the rule and provide the same procedural 
rights as would have been afforded had the information been available at the time 
the rule was proposed, 

The grounds for the objections raised in this petition are based upon actions undertaken 
by EPA for the first time in the Final Rule or since promulgation of the Final Rule, and therefore 
could not have been raised during the public comment period. None of the issues raised in the 
petition are a logical outgrowth of the proposed rule. Further, and a,;; explained below,. these 
issues are of central relevance to the outcome of the Final Rule. These shortcomings, whether 
considered individually or collectively, amount to a failure to adequately provide notice and 
solicit public input on key components of the Final Rule, thereby depriving the Petitioner and the 
general p¼blic of their rights in the rulemaking process. 

Therefore, the Administrator is required to "convene a proceeding for reconsideration of 
the rule and provide the same procedural rights a.s would have been afforded had the information 
been available at the time the mle was proposed." id.; see also Coalition for Responsible 
Regulation., Inc. v. EPA, 684 F.3d 102, 125 (D.C. Cir. 2012) (EPA is required to convene a 
proceeding for reconsideration of a rule if a party raising an objection to the rule meets the 
requirements in CAA§ 307(d)(7)(B)). 

Petitioner also requests an administrative stay of the Final Rule pursuant to CAA§§ 
307(d)(7)(B) and 30l(a) so as to alleviate hardships that are imposed upon the Petitioner's 
members which operate in Sheboygan County and which must comply with the improper 
provisions within the Final Rule. This stay should remain in place beyond the three months 
prescribed in CAA § 307(d)(7)(B), instead extending until EPA promulgates a revised version of 
the Final Rule which adequately considers and s_ccm.mts of the issues raised in this Petition. 
Furthermore, on February 13, 2017,. EPA closed the public comment period on its proposed rule 
regarding implementation of the 2015 ozone standard. Comments were filed in that rule docket 
requesting that EPA withdraw the 2008 ozone standard for all counties, including Sheboygan 
County, upon implementation of the 2015 ozone standard. Petitioner requests a stay to allow 
EPA to fully and adequately consider those comments and perhaps issue a final rule 
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implementing the 2015 ozone standard in a manner that renders moot the issues raised in this 
Petition. 

PETITIONER 

WMC is a business trade organiz..ation with approximately 3,800 members statewide of all sizes 
and throughout all business sectors. WMC members have a substantial interest in Wisconsin 
ozone designations as they are subject to the Clean Air Act (CAA) and hold air permits which 
regulate air emissions from their facilities. WMC's primary interest relates to economic and 
regulatory ramifications for those areas, including Sheboygan County, being designated as 
nonattainmenL 

BACKGROUND OF SHEBOYGAN COUNTY NONA TT AINMENT 

Sheboygan County, Wisconsin is located on Lake Michigan approximately 55 miles north of 
Milwaukee and 140 miles north of Chicago. i The county is home to just over 115,000 
Wisconsinites. 2 Sheboygan County's largest municipality and seat of government. is the City of 
Sheboygan, which has a population of just under 50,000.3 

The economy of Sheboygan County has been hampered by ozone nonatta.inment designations 
since 1979, 4 These designations have made it difficult to attract new businesses, contributed to 
employers leaving the area and resulted in investment of capital being diverted elsewhere. These 
nonattainment designations have also tarnished Sheboygan County with an unfounded reputation 
of being an unhealthy comm unit/ making it more difficult to attract residents, especially 
millennials and retirees. 

Yet these ozone problems are unfortunate ari:ifact'l of an arcane and outdated set of federal 
directives which rely on ozone monitors that lie along the Lake Michigan shoreline. Lake 
Michigan is known to be an ''ozone cooker" where transported pollutants collect and interact in 
sunlight to form ozone. Wisconsin's riparian monitors pick up this transported ozone as it blows 
off the Lake and before it dissipates moving inland. As a result, the ozone levels measured at 
these riparian monitors are relatively high and do not represent air quality within these counties. 

For Sheboygan County, the problem lies in EPA's continued reliance on the riparian Kohler 
Andrae monitor (Site ID: 55~ l 17~0006) to designate Sheboygan County as nonattainment, 
Although the Kohler Andrae monitor design values for 2014*16 exceed the 2008 ozone national 
ambient air quality standard (NAAQS), evidence demonstrates that the majority of this ozone is 
transported from out of state. The entire State of Wisconsin contributes less than 10 percent to 

1 VisitSheboygaru:om, "About us." Available ut: hllp;Hvi~ilsheboygg.n,cpmla!;lo!,!k'. 
1U,S. Census Bureau. "Quic:kFacts: Sheboygan County, Wisconsin.'' Available at: 
Mf ://www ,p:;psi1s,gov/quickf{l_gJ~i!ab!9!f5T0452 I ~!!~5! l 7,00. 

U.S. Census Bureau, "QuickFacts; Sheboygan city, Wisconsin." Available at 
t!Hp.;;?www,£Cfl¼!t~QVl(Juh::kfm;:ts/table/P$'.L!l452 I SIS 57297$.0Q. 
4 hUy:1/www,!adco,tn:gl...ttnQ!'.!s/omne/ncnilOS!Gr~.N L:iki;;:s ()_ZQJALStudy While, P4n.LQralL~i.fi,J&f, p. 6. Some 
counties were reclassified as attainment in 2012, yet EPA is expected to return them to normttainment this October 
20l7. 
' hllrtfLwvrw,\1!JH..C011J/ru;.3•sh1ir-gualitx»rru;~iy,£&:foil ing•grnik.~::frt:wisconsin. 

2 
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the ozone monitored at that location and Sheboygan County sources contribute even less. 6 

Sheboygan County's total annual NOx emissions account for just two percent of the total NOx 
emissions within Wisconsin with the largest source being coaI~fired electrical power generation 
at the Edgewater Generating Station.7 

Recent analyses prepared by Wisconsin Department ofNatura! Resources (WDNR) document 
the role of meteorology and ozone transport in driving ozone concentrations at both the riparian 
Kohler Andrae and inland Haven monitors. 8 WDNR focused upon those hours at each monitor 
where measured ozone concentrations exceeded 70 ppb. WDNR concludes that almost all ozone 
measured at these monitors comes from the Lake and that most comes from angles that likely 
indicate a Lake breeze. 9 

Clearly the source of the elevated Kohler Andrae monitor readings .is upwind, out-of-state 
sources. yet EPA policy saddles Sheboygan County with a nonattainment designation. Yet 
LADCO recently concluded that interstate transport significantly limits Wisconsin's options to 
reduce the ozone concentrations at this site. 10 Indeed, Sheboygan County continues to hear the 
burden of an ozone nonattainment designation despite significant reductions of ozone precursor 
emissions. For examp.!e, emissions of nitrogen oxides (NO~) have declined 47 percent from 2008 
to 2014, while emissions of volatire organic compounds (VOC) have declined 39 percent over 
the same time period based on data from the EPA 1 s National Em issfons Inventory (NEI). 1 

l Yet. 
EPA still relies upon the Kohler Andrae monitor data and considers Sheboygan County as being 
in nonattainment with the 2008 ozone standard (75 ppb) and is poised to designate Sheboygan 
County as being in nonattainment with the 2015 ozone standard (70 ppb), 

Backgrmmd of E.P A Final Rule Reclassifying fue St1eboygan1 Wisconsin Area to Moderate 
Nonatta.inment for the 2008 Ozone NAAQS 

On April 30, 2012, Sheboygan County was designated as nonattninment for the 2008 ozone 
NAAQS and ,vas classified as marginal, effective July 20, 2012. 77 FR 30088 (May 2 .l, 20 .12). 
Wisconsin submitted a letter to EPA requesting a one-year extension of the attainment deadline 
for Sheboygan County under section ! 8l(a)(5) of the CAA, In that letter, Wisconsin certified 
that the State had complied with all requirements and commitment<, pertaining to Sheboygan 
County in the SIP and that aH monitors in the area had a fourth highest daily maxirnum 8-hour 
average of75 ppb or less for 2014 (i.e,, the last full year of air quality data prior to the July 20, 
2015, attainment date). On May 4, 2016, based on EPNs evaluation and determination that the 
area met tJ1e attainment date extension criteria of CAA section 18 l (a)(S), EPA granted 
Sheboygan County a one~year extension of the marginal area attainment date to July 20, 2016. 
81 FR 26697, 

6 !lUn.~wwJwJ£Q,Qr&{repmt,/gwoc/po~W8/Grl@at_Lakes_O.:_g11t: Stug,, Whi11; P;mer QmfL!fr.Mill', p, 7; WDNR 
'"2015 Ozone NAAQS tmplcmentatkm AMSG Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting" February 16, 2017, p, 9. 
(Attachment A) 
'Id., p. 6, 
iJ WDNR "2015 Ozone NAAQS Implementation AMSG Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting" Febmary 16, 2017, p, 6. 
(Attachment A). 
<1 Id. 
10 hno;llvn-.vdadro.orgireponvomrutam1JWGte:»Ll&~Quuw Study Wbhc]imKr DmfL.v4,ndf, p. 7. 
11 hHmi:Nwwwspn,gnv/uir~rnisskins•invimtruies 

3 
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On September 28, 2016, EPA proposed to determine that the Sheboygan area failed to attain the 
2008 ozone NAAQS by the applicable attainment date of July 20, 20 t 6, is not eligible for an 
additional one-year attainment date extension, and must be reclassified as moderate 
nonattainment 81 FR 66617. EPA also proposed to require Wisconsin to submit SIP revisions 
to address moderate area requirements by January I. 20 J 7. The public comment period on the 
proposed rule closed on October 28, 2016, 

On December 19, 2016, EPA issued the Final Rule which is the subject of this petition for 
administrative reconsideration., In the Final Rule EPA determined that the Sheboygan Area has 
failed to attain the 2008 ozone NAAQS and reclassifying this area as "moderate" nonattainment.. 

NEW INFORMATION SUPPORTING THIS PETITION 

Three years ago Wisconsin instal!.ed the Haven monitor (Site lD 551170009) slightly north and 
inland of the riparian Kohler Andrae site. Haven has monitored "4th highest ozone values'' which 
are 11 ppb lower than the Kohler Andrae monhor 12 and below the federal ozone standards. On 
or about February 9, 2017, the WDNR submitted the Haven monitor ozone data to EPA for 
certification purposes. n This data can now be used to establish an updated design value for 
Sheboygan County based upon the Haven monitor and which supports designating Sheboygan as 
being in attainment with the 2008 ozone NAAQS.. Altematively, this certified data supports 
narrowing the geographic scope of the ozone nonattainment area in Sheboygan County, 

The Lake Michigan Air Directors Consortium (LADCO) also recently acknowledged 1n its Lake 
Michigan Ozone Study 2017 (LMOS 2017) white paper that the ozone concentrations monitored 
at the Haven site arc l 0-20 ppb lower than those at the Kohler Andrae lakeshore monitor on 
average for highNozo:ne days. LADCO further concluded that ''the high-ozone air in this area [of 
the Kohler Andrae monitor] is largely confined to a very narrow strip ofland to. the east of the 
lake breeze front along the lakeshore." 14 By letter dated January 26, 2017, LADCO confirmed 
that it was moving forward with its LMOS 17 study and confirmed the key aspects ofthat 
work, 15 This information further supports designating the County as attainment for the 2008 
ozone standard or narrowing the Sheboygan ozone nonattainment boundary to the "very narrow 
strip of land'' inland of the Lakeshore. 

LADCO, in cooperation with the WDNR and other Lake Michigan state regulators. has also 
devefo~ed updated air quality analyses to support the development of attainment SIPs for 
ozone.. 6 These analyses include preparation of regional emissions inventories and 
meteorological data, evaluation and application of regional chemical transport models, and 
collection and analysis of ambient monitoring data. LADCO's Final Report is dated February 3, 
2017 and is entitled "Modeling Demonstration for the 2008 Ozone National Ambient Air Quality 

12 WDNR "2015 Owne NAAQS Implementation AMSG S!akeho!der Workgroup Meeting" February 16, 2017, p, 6. 
(Attachment A). 
11 hltps:/hvww ,!<J1a.gpv!aqs, 
14 huu://wwwJP.JJ.f19.urg/repgrts.!owne/1?QMQ~/[!nat lakes OwneJi1ud:i: Whit£ Pru1£L,Q~.oof, pp. IO -11. 
1.~ hltn;H.w.wwJm,i.;o.qrfilfrc:Jmrt&f!l'.t-Jnsfv:9~t08/undate statgmgm jgn2fiJ!is_ diMri~uttd.:utlf. 
i
5 htW:!lw,.,,w ,latko.orgireporls/o~•;,;u1£/ti9st08/LAOCU!/22QQ,:_91w%20TSD%20FlNt1L %;?ill P ;:b%2031?iZO;?O ! Jtndf 

4 
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Standard for the Lake Michigan Region Technical Support Document" (the TSO Report). 
Among other things, the TSD Report concludes that the presence of Lake Michigan influences 
the formation, transport, and duration of elevated ozone conccntmtions along its shoreline. 17 

Areas in closer proximity to the Lake Michigan shoreline, such as the Kohler Andrae monitor, 
display the most frequent and most elevated ozone concentrations. l S 

LADCO also performed additional ozone source apportionment modeling for the Kohler Andrae 
monitor. The November 2016 modeling results show that roughly 2% of the ozone impacting 
that monitor came from Wisconsin point sources (EGU and non-EGO sources). 19 Further, 87% 
of the ozone impacting the monitor came from out of state or biological sources.20 

As for emission sources within Sheboygan County, WDNR has prepared nitrogen oxide and 
volatile organic compound emission density maps for Sheboygan County. These maps are in the 
nature of emission "heat maps" showing the location and Intensity of emissions within the 
County.21 The Sheboygan County maps show that the most significant sources of ozone 
precursors in the County are located upwind ofthe Haven monitor (and downwind of the Kohler 
Andrae monitor). Nonetheless, the Haven monitor is still measuring: ozone concentrations below 
the 2008 ozone NAAQS demonstrating that Sheboygan County emissions sources are not 
causing or contributing to an exceedance of the ozone NAAQS. Further, these maps suggest that 
Sheboygan emission sources are not contributing to the ozone concentrations being measured at 
the Kohler Andrae location. 

WDNR has also had an opportunity to analyze the Sheboygan Haven and Kohler Andrae monitor 
data in the context ofperforming its duties under the Clean Air Act On February 16, 20! 7, the 
results and conclusions from these analyses were presented to the State's Air Management Study 
Oroup (AMSG). A summary of this new information is provided in Attachment A in which 
WDNR concludes that: 22 

• Lakcshore ozone concentrations are consistently higher than inland concentrations. 
These differences arc the greatest as U1e highest fakeshore concentrations (which includes 
the Kohler Andrae monitor). 

• The highest ozone rarely reaches the inland monitors. 
• Concentration gradients are even sharper than predicted by the photochemical models. 
• Ozone concentrat)ons at lakeshore monitors are highly correlated with southerly winds. 
• Overall, ozone concentrations drop off sharply within a few miles of the lakeshore. 

This new information, individually or collectively, confirms that the Kohler Andrae monitor 
should not be used for making the attainment designation decisions for Sheboygan County.; 

n Id., p. l l!. 
18 Td,, p. 18. 
1
~ WDNR .. 2015 Ozone NAAQS Implementation AMSG Stakeholder Workgmup Meeting" February 16, 2017, p, 9, 

kAttachment A). 
~ Id,, p. 9, 
21 "Nitrogen Oxide and Volatile Organic Compound 2014 Emission Density Maps" distributed in advance of 
February 16, 2017 AMSG meeting (Attachmel11 B) 
"WDNR "2015 Orone NAAQS Implementation AMSO Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting" February 16, 2017, p, 6. 
(Attachment A), 

5 
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rather the Haven monitor is representative of County air quality for that purpose. Alternately, 
and at a minimum, this new information warrants narrowing the boundaries of a nonattainment 
area to those areas immediately adjacent to the shoreline. 

ISSUES FOR RECONSIDE.RATION 

WMC petitions the Agency for administrative reconsideration of the Sheboygan reclassification. 
Pursuant to CAA§ 307(d)(7)(B), where it was impracticable to raise an objection during the 
period of public comment or if the grounds for such objection arose after the public comment 
period (but within the time specified for judicial review), and if such objections are of central 
relevance to the outcome of the rule, EPA is authorized to reconsider the rule. Each of the issues 
detailed herein satisfies these criteria for reconsideration, 

I. Recent Ozone Data from Sheboygan County Haven Monitor Certified After 
Publication of the Final Rule Demonstrates that Sheboygan County is 
Complying with 2008 Ozone NAAQS. 

As described above, the State of Wisconsin has located two air quality monitors in Sheboygan 
County. The first is located at Kohler~Andrae State Park (Site JD 551170006) along Lake 
Michigan and has been operational since June l 997. It is located within 100 yards of the 
shoreline and six miles south of the City of Sheboygan, This monitor is upwind from the City 
and the most significant sources of ozone precursor emissions in the County, The second air 
quality monitor, known as the Haven monitor (Site ID 551170009), is located approximately six 
mile.s northwest of the city and has been operational since April 2014, This monitor is located 
3.25 miles from the shoreline and downwind from the City. EPA's moderate nonattainment 
reclassification is based exclusively on data provided by the Kohler~Andrae monitor. 

On or a,bout Februa.ry 9, 2017, the WDNR submitted the certified Haven monitor ozone data to 
EPA. 23 Based on this recently certified 2014-2016 data, 24 the design value for the Haven monitor 
would be 0.069 parts per million (ppm), well within attainment for the 2008 ozone standard of 
0,075 ppm. A comparison of the recently certified air quality data from the Kohler~Andrae and 
Haven monitors in Sheboygan County is contained in the table below: 

Area Cm111ty Monitor 20134"' 20u 4'" I 2015 4•• 2016 41
" 201J..15 2014-16 

Hie:hl!lit Hie:hest ' l-i'.i2:hest Highest Avem2e Average 
Sheboygan, Sheboygan KohlerN .078 ,072 ,()81 .085 .077 .079 
WI Andrae 
Sheboygan, Sheboygan Haven n/a .068 .067 ,074 nia .069 
WJ -

The Haven data provides a much more accurate representation of air quality in Sheboygan 
County. 

23 f'!ttes://wwvt,££11.gov/aqs, 
'

4 Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, "Air Quality Reports." Available at: 
b11us:ildarn.,wi11cvnfiin,gpvlwh,:.mlsfwgqrepll!!;./g,;pem~&dy1m1rgjRe:pon.,;.qq. 

6 
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Moreover, on January 26, 2017, LADCO published an open letter;\s confirming that it intends to 
move forwar,d with the 2017 Lake Michigan Ozone Study (LMOS 2017). in the accompanying 
white paper/6 L\DCO e.xp!ained that the "most persistent ozone pollution problems are in 
coastal areas,"27 specifically citing Wisconsin .. The white paper fur!her notes that WONR has 
recently begun "operating ozone monitors 3-4 miles inland of the long-term monitors on the 
lakeshore in Sheboygan and Kenosha County."28 According to LADCO: 

"Ozone concentrations at these monitors are l 0-20 ppb lower than those at the lakeshore 
monitors on average for high-ozone days, confirming that the high-ozone air in this area 
is largely confined to a very a narrow strip of land to the east of the lake breeze front 
along the lakeshore."'29 

The white paper further confim1s that the ozone being detected by the Kohler~Andrae monitor 
does not provide an accurate or complete picture of the air quality in Sheboygan County. The 
white paper also supplements WDNR's recent conclusion that ozone measured at the Kohler 
Andrae monitor drops off sharply within a few miles of the lakeshore. This infonnation warrants 
reopening of the Final Rule to allow EPA to consider this new infonnatkm. 30 

U. Alternatively, The New Inform.ation Further Supports Narrowing the 
Nonattainment Geogn1phic .Boundary. 

The recent WDNR and LADCO infonnation should, at a minimum, be used to narrow the 
Sheboygan ozone nonattainmcnt boundary to the "very narrow strip ofiand" inland from the 
Lake Michigan shoreline. In addition to the information discussed above, LADCO's February 3, 
2017 TSD Report 31 concludes in relevant part that areas in closer proximity to the Lake 
shoreline display the most frequent and most elevated ozone concentrations. 32 On February l 5, 
2017, WDNR presented the AMSG with the results of photochemical modeling suggesting that 
the high zone levels stay near the shoreline of Sheboygan and other lakeshore counties. 33 

25 h!Wi,l}.!~)Y_,ladco.org/rengrti,,1,n.,.,_)ru.c::lnmV)6lypdruu!atcmcnU!!n2fi.Jt<i._dlstrihub~ii,ru;ll 
-~ h1m:tfwww.!J.i!l¼!l,£,W/ffi1J1,tl~1w,pu1,;im1§10S/Gu;at Lukes Ozone Study White Pum,."'l' Draft v6.pgC 
l 7 ld., p,. 2, 
vi Id., p. IO. 
'
9 Id., p. 10- I L 

30 
In the published Final Rule EPA cites Sierra Club v. EPA, 294 F ,3d 155, 160---62 (D,C Cir. 2002), for the 

proposition that the agency's ''mandatory duty to make determinations ofattainment or failure lo attain the NAAQS 
exists regardless of the nature or effect oftnmsported ozone and emissions 011 monitored air quality data in a given 
nouattainment area." However, t:i'ierra Club v. EPA does not preclude the EPA from considering new data from the 
Haven monitor data to prove that that monitor pr.wides a much more accurate representation of air quality in 
Sheboygan County than the Kohler~Andrae monitor. Unlike the situation in Sierra Club, the Petitioner here is no! 
s«king an extension based solely 011 transport of ozone. Instead, Petitioner argues the newly •Certified data from the 
Haven monitor and additional new information confirms that the Kohler- Andrae monitor should not be used for 
making foe attainment designation decisions for Sheboygan County.; rather the Haven monitor is representative of 
County air qua.I ity for that purpose. Alternatively, Petitioner argues this new infom1ation warrants narrowing the 
boundaries of a nonattainment area to those areas immedfote adjacent to the shoreline. 
'

1 h:tp;JJ,y{ww ,!adco.onh:epq,1,5/01,:pm:iµngO!l/LA DC0%200wne%20TSD%,20FINAL%;20(Feb%203%202filll,pdf 
12 Id., p. 1 lt 
23 WDNR "2015 Ozone NAAQS Implementation AMSG Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting" Febnmry 16, 2017, p, 5. 
(Attachment A). 

7 
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EPA has issued guidance discussing when it is appropriate to narrow the geographic boundaries 
of a nonattainment area, 34 EPA suggests looking at five criteria when making these case by case 
determinations, each is briefly discussed below in the context of the new information (a more 
robust discussion of this information is set forth above): 

I, Air Quality Data. The certified data for the Haven and Kohler Andrae monitors show a 
pronounced difference in monitored air quality between inland and shoreline areas. 35 

The certified 20 l 4-2016 data36 establishes a design value for the Haven monitor of 69 
ppb, well within attainment for the 2008 ozone standard, The high-ozone air quality data 
measured at the riparian Kohler Andrae monitor is confined to a very a narrow strip of 
land to the east along the lakeshore and is not reflective of air quality further inland. 37 

2. Emission and Emissions Related Data, LADCO source apportionment modeling shows 
that merely 2~.fo of the ozone impacting the Kohler Andrae monitor came from Wisconsin 
point sources. 38 The Sheboygan County emission density maps show that the most 
sie,>nific.ant sources of ozone precursors in the County are located upwind of the Haven 
monitor, yet that monitor still shows attainment with the 2008 ozone standard. 39 

3. Meteorology. The LADCO TSD Report:40 concludes that depending on large-scale 
synoptic winds and local-sea.le lake breezes, different parts of the area experience high 
ozone concentrations. WDNR also concludes that ozone concentrations as to the 
Wisconsin lakeshore monitors, including Sheboygan, are highly correlated with southerly 
winds.41 

4. Geography/Topogranhy. The LADCO TSD Report42 concludes that the presence of Lake 
Michigan influences the formation, transport. and duration of elevated ozone 
concentrations along its shoreline. Areas in closer proximity to the Lake Michigan 
shoreline, such as the Kohler Andrae monitor, display the most frequent and most 
elevated ozone concentrations. 43 

5. Jurisdictional Boundaries. There are several options for defining the boundaries using 
jurisdictional criteria. 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons and in consideration of the fundamental and central relevance of the 
issues raised hy this Petition, the EPA should reconsider the Final Rule pursuant to CAA § 

10 E.g., memo dated Febmary 25, 2016 entitled ''Area Designations for the 20!5 Ozone National Ambient Afr 
Quality Standard!' 
1
~ hll1Th;Jfwww,e2a.gcw/aqs. 

36 Wisconsin Department ofNaturnl Resources, "Air Quality Reports." A vai!ab!e at 
~Yl!t<tfl(j11rx:g,1is~1uiu1,g,oy[wisards,1wcbr;PQrti/JiW.~!llteAdvanecdRstm.rt.&,.42 

Id,, p. JO- I L 
Jij WDNR "20 I 5 Ozone NAAQS lmplementalion AMSG Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting" February I 6, 2017, p, 9. 
(AttachmentAB). 
$ "Nitrogen Oxide and Volatile Organic Compound 2014 Emission Density Maps" distributed in advance of 
February 16, 2017 AMSG meeting (Attachment B) . 
40 lmp:!lwww, !ade9,Qrg/t'epgd,i/9gpneipoMOK/i.AOCQ%1200zgne'%2filSP"/il20FINAL 'r,afl[jf eb'%2Q:VVi2020 ! Zl&iJf 
41 WDNR "2015 Ozone NAAQS Implementation AMSG Stakeholder Worl,;group Meeting" February 16, 2017, µ, 6. 
(Attachment A). 
41 http;HwwwJM.;g,gm/rumru/2wu@/t10S!OS/l,/\l)CQ%2110trul£'l1~20'J'iin?zi¾£QEIN,\1,1¾;rnirfb%20J%ZQ;O ! 71t.Hif 
~, fd., p. I /.L 
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307(d)(7)(8). This should be done by providing a new notice and comment rulemaking 
procedure to solicit public input on the issues raised above. In the interim, EPA should also 
initially stay the effectiveness of the Final Rule for a period of three months as provided for in 
CAA§ 307(d)(7)(B) and then extend the stay, if necessary to allow revisions to the Final Rule. 
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